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[57] ABSTRACT 

Amethod of performing a navigated associative search on a 

set of heterogeneous databases is described, the method 
implemented on a general purpose computer. The method 
comprises converting each database of the set of databases 
into a schema-free structure called a hyperbase. The hyper 
bases corresponding to each database of the set of databases 
are combined into a single combined hyperbase, and that 
single hyperbase is normalized into a single normalized 
hyperbase. An associative search on the single hyperbase 
includes providing a set of input Words and a set of locations. 
The method of the present invention determines an ansWer, 
Which is that sub-hyperbase of the hyperbase to be searched 
Which has minimum “cost” according to a criterion. The 
location representing the object of the query ansWer also is 
determined. Once an ansWer is determined, the ansWer is 

displayed to the user. NeW queries may be navigated starting 
at a location or locations chosen by the user. 

51 Claims, 6 Drawing Sheets 
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ASSOCIATIVE SEARCH METHOD WITH 
NAVIGATION FOR HETEROGENEOUS 

DATABASES INCLUDING AN INTEGRATION 
MECHANISM CONFIGURED TO COMBINE 
SCHEMA-FREE DATA MODELS SUCH AS A 

HYPERBASE 

The present application is a continuation-in-part of 
co-pending US. patent application Ser. No. 08/415,601 now 
US. Pat. No. 5,740,421, ?led Apr. 3, 1995, and entitled 
ASSOCIATIVE SEARCH METHOD FOR HETEROGE 
NEOUS DATABASES WITH AN INTEGRATION 
MECHANISM CONFIGURED TO COMBINE SCHEMA 
FREE DATA MODELS SUCH AS A HYPERBASE (the 
“Parent Invention”), the priority of Which is hereby claimed 
pursuant to 35 U.S.C. § 120, and the entirety of Which is 
incorporated herein by reference. 

MICROFICHE APPENDIX 

A 68-page micro?che appendix consisting of one sheet 
and 68 frames of an unnumbered cover page and 67 con 
secutively numbered pages is submitted as part of this 
application and incorporated herein. The computer programs 
in the micro?che appendix are copyright DTL Data Tech 
nologies Ltd. 

COPYRIGHTED MATERIAL 

A portion of the disclosure of this patent document 
contains material Which is subject to copyright protection. 
The copyright oWner has no objection to the facsimile 
reproduction by anyone of the patent document or the patent 
disclosure, as it appears in the Patent and Trademark Of?ce 
patent ?le or records, but otherWise reserves all copyright 
rights Whatsoever. 

I. BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION 

A. Field of the Invention 

The ?eld of the present invention is searching heteroge 
neous database systems and other systems for maintaining 
information in computers. 

B. Related Application Under 35 U.S.C. § 120 

C. Some De?nitions 

The present invention deals With maintaining information, 
Where information is anything that can be displayed to and 
that is comprehensible to humans and maintaining informa 
tion is carrying out on a computer the necessary processes 
for storing, retrieving, and manipulating information. In 
particular, the present invention deals With retrieving infor 
mation. 

The present invention is applicable to all information, 
including textual and pictorial information. Textual infor 
mation is data that can be spoken. Such data is stored in 
Words, Where a Word is a list of characters. While embodi 
ments of the present invention are described for textual 
information, extension to other types of information Would 
be apparent to one skilled in the art. 

Textual data can be either natural language text, consist 
ing of Words that are arranged in sentences With natural 
grammar rules, or formatted data text (also called raW data 
text), consisting of Words that are arranged in data structures 
such as tables, trees, sets of tables, lists of records, etc. 

The art of databases deals With all aspects of maintaining 
such formatted data, including storage on disks, concurrency 
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2 
control, etc. The method of the present invention involves 
searching information, and deals With the structural aspects 
of databases: the methods of (logically) representing infor 
mation using computers, de?ning a query on databases, and 
displaying information. 
A data-model is a generic data structure such as a table. 

For example, a relational data model is a set of tables. Atable 
is a set of roWs, each With the same number of columns. All 
roWs in a particular column of a table share the same 
attribute. Each table typically is “a ?le”, each roW of a table 
is “a record of the ?le,” each column in a roW is a “?eld of 
a record,” and each column having its particular attributes— 
“the attributes of the ?eld.” 
A schema, de?ned With reference to a particular data 

model, is an instance of the particular data model, With 
parameters provided and Words associated to the data model 
and its attributes. For example, a schema can be a table 
de?ned to have some ?xed number of columns, a table 
name, and the attributes of the columns. For example, FIG. 
3 shoWs a relational model consisting of tWo tables, 
EMPLOYEES and SALARIES. The schema for this rela 
tional model is as folloWs. The ?rst table 301 is called 
EMPLOYEES and has tWo columns, the ?rst column 303 is 
called ID and the other column 305 is called NAME. That 
is, the ?rst column has the attribute 307 ID and the second 
has attribute 309 NAME. Each roW (or record) of the table 
consists of a number for an employee (in the ID column) and 
the employee’s name (in the NAME column). The second 
table 311 is called SALARIES and has three columns, 
having attributes ID, 1993, and 1994 denoted in FIG. 3 by 
313, 315, and 317 respectively. Each record of SALARIES 
consists of a number for an employee (in the ID column), 
that employee’s salary for 1993 (in the 1993 column), and 
that employee’s salary for 1994 (in the 1994 column). 
A database instance is an instance of a schema With the 

schema’s parameters set. For example, if the schema is a 
table de?ned to have some ?xed number of columns, a table 
name, With each of the columns having some attributes, then 
the instance Would have a particular number of roWs (or 
records) and the table’s elements Would have Words asso 
ciated to them. For the above schema for the relational 
model consisting of the tables EMPLOYEES and 
SALARIES, FIG. 3 shoWs the database With table 
EMPLOYEES containing tWo roWs (or records), the ?rst 
319 With ID 001 and NAME John Smith, and the second 321 
With ID 001 and NAME Mary Lu, and table SALARIES 
containing one roW 323 With ID 002, 1993 $73,000 and 1994 
$80,000. This database is referred to beloW as PERSON 
NEL. 

A query is a function, that is, a mapping, from a particular 
database into a substructure of the database. That substruc 
ture is called the ansWer of the query. The ansWer has 
particular parameters (Words) that may be both from the 
schema of the database and from the data itself. Thus, an 
ansWer can be vieWed as an instance of a data structure. 

For example, the folloWing de?nes a query on PERSON 
NEL: 

select ID and 1993 from SALARIES Where ID=001 
This Would provide an ansWer consisting of a table With 

tWo columns With attributes ID and 1993, respectively. 
These are from the attributes of the schema of PERSON 
NEL. The ansWer table Would have one roW consisting of 
001 in column ID and $73,000 in column 1993. The contents 
of the roW are from the data of database PERSONNEL. 

In this speci?cation, a note refers to a list of lines of 
Words. Thus, an unstructured (except for lines) block of text 
is a note. 
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A grid is a structure Which can store grid-like items of 
information, for example, a spreadsheet. A grid can thus be 
thought of as a table Where both the columns and roWs have 
attributes (i.e., names). This is slightly different from a table 
in a relational database, Where only columns have attributes 
or names, and each roW is a record. 

A thesaurus entry (also called a thesaurus) is a list of 
phrases, Where each phrase is a set of Words. The phrases in 
a thesaurus entry typically each have similar meaning. In 
most cases, the phrases Will consist of one Word only, in 
Which case a thesaurus is a set of Words that have similar 
meaning. 
A stem is similar to a thesaurus in that it consists of a set 

of Words. In this case, the Words are all morphological 
variants of the same root. For example, a stem might contain 
the Words salaries and salary. 
A grouped structure is a set of some of the above 

structures, With a name given to the set of structures to 
indicate that the set’s component structures are all grouped 
together under that name. 
An associative search is a query that takes a list of Words 

(a phrase) as input and determines output Which consists of 
a set of ansWers, sorted by relevance, Where each ansWer is 
as de?ned above; an ansWer can be vieWed as a set of 

phrases from the database or databases being searched. 
An associative search With navigation, also called a 

navigated associative search, is an associative search With 
one or more guided and directed steps. That is, an 
incremental, user- or client-application-directed associative 
search. Auser or client application or another program issues 
successive associative search queries, With each successive 
query optionally relying on the ansWer to one or more 
former queries. For example, a user or program issues 
successive queries, and the user or program is presented With 
a list of ansWers to the current queries, ordered by some 
score. NeW ansWers are added to the list after each incre 
ment. The search is guided by choosing one or more ansWers 
in the list as input to a neW query, optionally With additional 
Words. 

The method of the present invention involves carrying out 
a navigated associative search simultaneously on several 
heterogeneous databases. That is, on data Which may be 
spread over several different database management systems. 
These systems may be incompatible With each other, use 
different data structures, and have their oWn different query 
languages. These systems might include relational data, 
notes, thesauri, stems, and/or grouped structures. 

The method of the present invention is not limited to the 
data structures de?ned above, and may by extended easily to 
include other types of structures. HoW to carry out such an 
extension Would be clear to one in the art from the present 
speci?cation. 

D. Description and Shortcomings of Prior Art 
Methods 

The present invention describes a method for performing 
navigated associative searches of several heterogeneous 
databases. The method overcomes many of the shortcom 
ings of the prior art methods for searching heterogeneous 
databases. Some of the shortcomings include: the need for 
programming and database knoW-hoW, the need for database 
structure and data formatting, the need for common repre 
sentations to enable integrating data from different 
databases, the dif?culty in performing a “fuZZy” search and 
the dif?culty in using ambiguous data. The reader is referred 
to the Parent Invention for a detailed description of these 
shortcomings, and hoW the method of the Parent Invention 
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4 
overcomes the shortcomings by: 1) using a data model With 
no schema so that a user does not need to knoW attributes 

such as ?elds; 2) using a query syntax Which is simply a list 
of Words so that the user need not knoW database concepts, 
navigation or manipulation operations; 3) not requiring 
formatting or any other Work prior to data entry; 4) not 
requiring common data-structures to be used, thus eliminat 
ing the need for tedious data integration or concession from 
heterogeneous databases; and 5) providing a method for 
?nding not only exact matches, but also fuZZy or associative 
matches. 

A recent prior art method for searching heterogeneous 
databases called “Tsimmis” is disclosed in: 1) S. ChaWathe, 
H. Garcia-Molina, J. Hammer, K. Ireland, Y. 
Papakonstantinou, J. Ullman, and J. Widom, “The TSIM 
MIS Project: Integration of Heterogeneous Information 
Sources,” in Proceedings of IPSJ Conference, Tokyo, Japan, 
October 1994 (available via anonymous ftp from db.stan 
ford.edu as /pub/chaWathe/1994/tsimmis-overvieW.ps); 2) Y. 
Papakonstantinou, H. Garcia-Molina and J. Widom, “Object 
Exchange Across Heterogeneous Information Sources,” in 
Proceedings of IEEE International Conference on Data 
Engineering, March 1995 (available via anonymous ftp from 
db.stanford.edu as /pub/papakonstantinou/1994/object 
exchange-heterogeneous-is.ps); 3) H. Garcia-Molina, J. 
Hammer, K. Ireland, Y. Papakonstantinou, J. Ullman, and J. 
Widom, “Integrating and Accessing Heterogeneous Infor 
mation Sources in TSIMMIS,” in Proceedings of AAAI 
Spring Symposium on Information Gathering, Spring 1995 
(available via anonymous ftp from db.stanford.edu as /pub/ 
ullman/1995/tsimmis-abstract-aaai.ps); and 4) H. Garcia 
Molina, Y Papakonstantinou, D. Quass, A. Rajaraman, Y 
Sagiv, J. Ullman, J. Widom, “The TSIMMIS Approach to 
Mediation: Data Models and Languages,” in Proceedings of 
NGITS Symposium, Naharia, Israel, June, 1995 (available 
via anonymous ftp from db.stanford.edu as pub/ullman/ 
1995/tsimmis-models-languages.ps). Tsimmis uses a com 
mon data model called Object Exchange Model (OEM), in 
Which all objects and their subobjects have What are called 
“labels” that describe their meaning. The structure imposed 
and the inclusion of labels mean that OEM is not a schema 
free structure. It should be noted that these labels are not the 
same as the “labels” in the Parent Invention and in the preset 
invention. A query language called “OEM-QL” is used in 
Tsimmis for searching and requesting OEM objects. OEM 
QL adapts SOL-like languages for object oriented models. 
Tsimmis still suffers from some of the shortcomings of 

other prior art methods, including the need for programming 
and database knoW-hoW (to use OEM-QL) and the dif?culty 
in performing a “fuZZy” search. The methods of the Parent 
Invention and the present invention, on the other hand, use 
a data model With no schema (OEM is not schema-free), use 
a query syntax Which is simply a list of Words rather then a 
query language like OEM-QL language; and provide a 
method for ?nding not only exact matches, but also fuZZy or 
associative matches. 

The present application improves upon the method of the 
Parent Invention by adding navigation. 

II. SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION 

An improved method of performing a navigated associa 
tive search on a set of heterogeneous databases is described. 
In one embodiment, the method is implemented on a general 
purpose computer. The method comprises converting each 
database of the set of databases into a schema-free structure 
called a hyperbase. Ahyperbase is a “generalized” graph in 
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that it has typed nodes, more than one kind of node, more 
than one kind of edge, and labels, Where the labels are the 
elementary items of information, and are text Words in one 
embodiment. The hyperbases corresponding to each data 
base of the set of databases are combined into a single 
combined hyperbase, and that single hyperbase is normal 
iZed into a single normaliZed hyperbase. It is this single 
hyperbase Which is searched. 

Anavigated associative search involves providing a set of 
input Words and a set of locations, the locations representing 
the main objects of previous ansWers With possible Ways in 
Which a search may be continued. The method of the present 
invention determines an ansWer, Which is that sub-hyperbase 
of the hyperbase to be searched and has minimum “distance” 
according to a criterion. The method also provides a location 
for the ansWer. In one embodiment, a list of sub-hyperbases 
is returned to the user, the list ordered according to distance. 

Several distance criteria may be used in the invention. In 
one preferred embodiment, the number of input Words that 
is in the hyperbase is maximiZed. In another, the number of 
edges in the sub-hyperbase is used. In another embodiment, 
a partial node method is used. 

Once an ansWer and location are determined, the ansWer 
is displayed to the user. In one embodiment, the list of Words 
in the sub-hyperbase is displayed. Yet another uses remote 
hypertext or other communications protocols, for example, 
the HTTP protocol to accept input and present ansWers to 
remote users, commonly used on the Internet’s “World Wide 
Web.” In another, the sub-hyperbase is graphically dis 
played. 

In another embodiment, a navigated associative search is 
carried out incrementally by enabling the user or a client 
application program to issue successive queries. The user (or 
a client application) is presented With the current list of 
ansWers to the current query. The user may direct the overall 
search process by activating or deactivating previous 
queries, and forming neW queries. The input to a neW query 
comprises input Words or one or more locations selected by 
the user, or both a list of Words and a list of locations. 

III. BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS 

FIG. 1 illustrates the symbols used in this speci?cation for 
draWing a hyperbase. 

FIG. 2 shoWs an example embodiment of a computer 
system on Which the invention may be implemented. 

FIG. 3 shoWs the database referred to herein as PERSON 
NEL. 

FIG. 4(a) shoWs a possible hyperbase representation of 
the ?rst and second lines of the table EMPLOYEES. 

FIG. 4(b) shoWs a possible hyperbase representation of 
the ?rst and second lines of the table EMPLOYEES. 

FIG. 4(c) shoWs a possible hyperbase representation of 
the table SALARIES. 

FIG. 5 shoWs the hyperbase of a note. 
FIG. 6(a) shoWs the hyperbase of a thesaurus. 
FIG. 6(b) shoWs the hyperbase of a stem. 
FIG. 7(a) shoWs a grid. 
FIG. 7(b) shoWs the unnormaliZed hyperbase of the grid 

of FIG. 7(a). 
FIG. 7(c) shoWs the hyperbase of FIG. 7(b) after normal 

iZation. 
FIG. 8 shoWs the hyperbase Which results from combin 

ing the hyperbases of the tables of FIG. 3 With the hyper 
bases of FIG. 6 of a thesaurus and stem, the combining step 
according to one embodiment of the method of the present 
invention. 
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6 
IV. DESCRIPTION OF THE PREFERRED 

EMBODIMENT 

A method for carrying out a navigated associative search 
of heterogeneous databases is described. In the folloWing 
description, numerous speci?c details are set forth in detail 
in order to provide a more thorough understanding of the 
present invention. It Will be apparent, hoWever, to one 
skilled in the art, that the present invention may be practiced 
Without these speci?c details. In other instances, Well knoWn 
features have not been described in detail so as not to 
obscure the present invention. 

A. Implementation on a Computer System 

The present invention may be implemented on any con 
ventional or general purpose computer system or computer 
based data system. An example of one embodiment of a 
computer system for implementing this invention is illus 
trated in FIG. 2. Akeyboard 210 and mouse 211 are coupled 
to a bi-directional system bus 219. The keyboard and mouse 
introduce user input to the computer system and communi 
cate that user input to CPU 213. The computer system of 
FIG. 2 also includes a video memory and display 214, main 
memory 215 and mass storage 212, all coupled to 
bi-directional system bus 219 along With keyboard 210, 
mouse 211, and CPU 213. The mass storage 212 may 
include both ?xed and removable media, such as magnetic, 
optical or magnetic optical storage systems, or any other 
available mass storage technology. The mass storage may be 
shared on a netWork, or it may be dedicated mass storage. 

In one embodiment of this invention, the CPU 213 is a 
32-bit or 64-bit microprocessor. HoWever, any other suitable 
microprocessor or microcomputer may be utilized. Main 
memory 215 is comprised of dynamic random access 
memory (DRAM) and in the preferred embodiment of this 
invention, comprises at least 8 megabytes of memory. More 
or less memory, or a different type of memory may be used 
Without departing from the scope of this invention. Video 
memory and display 214 consists of a cathode ray tube 
(CRT) raster monitor connected to a dual-ported video 
random access memory. This invention consists, for 
example, of 2 megabytes of memory. HoWever, more or less 
video memory may be provided as Well. 

The computer system is also coupled to a printer 220, 
Which may be a laser printer and may be connected via a 
netWork. 

The computer system described above is for purposes of 
example only. The present invention may be implemented in 
any type of computer system processing environment or on 
special purpose hardWare. The present invention also can be 
built into hardWare such as large scale integrated (VLSI) 
circuits. 

B. The Structure of Hyperbase 

As in the Parent Invention, the method of the invention 
requires converting data to be in a particular structure that 
has no schema. As a ?rst step, all data, Whether in relational 
databases, tables, text notes, lists of Words (thesauri and 
stems), grids, grouped structures, etc., are converted to this 
common structure. The method next queries the structure. 
The preferred embodiment uses a structure, Which, in this 
speci?cation, as in the Parent Invention, is called a hyper 
base. The invention, hoWever, is not limited to using a 
hyperbase. Other schema-free data models that are similar 
may be used, and the modi?cations needed to the method of 
the present invention to use these alternate data models Will 
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be clear to one in the art. For example, the present invention 
may be embodied using the grammar model of Gyssens et 
aL in M. Gyssens, J. Paradaens and D. Van Gucht, “A 
grammar-based approach toWards unifying hierarchical data 
models,” Proceedings, ACM Conference on Data Modeling 
(SIGMOD 89), pp. 263—272, 1989. HoWever, the Gyssens et 
al. model is limited to hierarchical structures. In addition, 
use of such a model may require queries to have knoWledge 
about the structure, Whereas using the hyperbase model does 
not require knoWledge of the structure. 

The nomenclature used to describe the hyperbase struc 
ture is fully described in the Parent Invention and summa 
riZed herein. The elements of hyperbase are called labels and 
nodes. In this description of the method of the invention, 
labels Will be Words, although the invention is not limited to 
such labels. A node contains no information other than its 
relation to a label or to one or more other nodes. A label 
cannot exist by itself; it is alWays associated With a node. 
The Word object Will sometimes be used as a synonym for 
node. The relation of a node to one or more other nodes is 
indicated diagramatically by directed edges. A simple 
directed edge connects from a node called the parent (of the 
edge) to a node called the child (of the edge). When several 
edges emanate from one parent, these edges are ordered. On 
the other hand, When one node is the child of several parents, 
there no ordering of the parents. A leaf node is a node With 
no children. A root node is a node With no parents. An 
equivalence directed edge is used to indicate the equivalence 
of tWo nodes, the reference and the referenced node; the 
direction is from the reference node to the referenced node. 
A node may be marked as a display node, and a display 

node may further be marked as a fact. Anode also has a type 
from an extensible list of types, including Word, string, 
?eld-name, record, cell, note, ?le, morphological stem, 
thesaurus-entry, etc. 

In a hyperbase, a node can have either a label or one 

equivalence edge directed to it, or no label and no equiva 
lence edge. Every leaf node has a label associated With it. A 
hyperbase cannot have any loops of equivalence edges or of 
simple directed edges. Finally, on every route of simple 
(non-equivalence) edges in the same direction from a leaf to 
a root, there is at least one display node. 

In order to carry out a navigated associative search, the 
concept of location in a hyperbase is noW introduced. A 
location in a hyperbase is tWo sets of hyperbase nodes, the 
?rst set containing What are called the object nodes of the 
location and the second set containing What are called the 
forbidden nodes of the location. Alocation is associated With 
the results of a search and represents the possible Ways a 
search may be continued. A search With navigation is a 
search that starts from a particular location or from a set of 
locations. The result of any incremental search includes one 
or more locations. In one preferred embodiment of the 
present invention, a location is a single node in the hyper 
base. FIG. 1 illustrates the symbols used in this speci?cation 
for draWing a hyperbase. Anode 101 is indicated by a simple 
small holloW circle. A display node 103 is indicated by a 
smaller un?lled circle inside the main node circle. Afact 105 
is indicated by that smaller circle being ?lled in. Alabel 107 
is indicated by a small rectangle With a line 108 connecting 
that rectangle to the node associated With the fact. A simple 
edge 109 is indicated by an arroW from the parent node to 
the child node. The ordering on an edge (shoWn as a simple 
directed edge 110) When there are more edges (shoWn as 111 
and 113) from the same parent 115 is indicated by an integer 
116 on the edge. An equivalence edge 117 is indicated by a 
broken-line arroW. When a node is typed, the type 119 is 
indicated alongside the typed node 121. 
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A hyperbase is said to be in Normal Form 1 if: (a) no tWo 

labels are the same; (b) no tWo nodes have the same label; 
(c) no tWo nodes have the same reference; and (d) no tWo 
unlabeled, unreferenced nodes have the same list of chil 
dren. A hyperbase is said to be in Normal Form 2 if it is in 
Normal Form 1 and a label is associated only With a leaf. In 
the preferred embodiment, data is converted to a hyperbase 
of Normal Form 1 and 2, although the invention may be 
made operative With hyperbase structures that are not in 
these forms as Would be clear to one in the art. 

AWalk from a node n1 to a node n2 is a ?nite alternating 
sequence of adjacent nodes and edges starting With node n1 
and ending With node n2. A path from a node n1 to a node 
n2 is a Walk from n1 to n2 that does not contain a repeated 
edge. A simple path from a node n1 to a node n2 is a path 
from n1 to n2 that does not contain a repeated node. A loop 
is a path that starts and ends in the same node. TWo nodes 
n1 and n2 are connected if and only if there is a Walk from 
n1 to n2. A hyperbase is connected if and only if, given any 
tWo nodes n1 and n2, there is a Walk from n1 to n2. 

C. Conversion to hyperbases 

As in the Parent Invention, the ?rst step in the method of 
the present invention is to convert to one or more hyperbases 
the various databases, notes, grids and/or thesauri groups 
that make up the heterogeneous databases to be searched. 

It Will be clear to one in the art that explicit conversion is 
not necessary to practice the present invention. It is suf?cient 
that each of the databases in the art of heterogeneous 
databases is capable of being converted to a common 
structure such as a hyperbase. 

In an alternate embodiment of the present invention, 
explicit conversion does not take place. All the steps of the 
method of the invention are carried out as if the databases in 
the set to be searched Were converted to a common structure 

such as a hyperbase. 

The folloWing examples illustrate the results of convert 
ing a table, a note, a thesaurus, a stem and a grid to 
hyperbases. The reader is referred to the Parent Invention for 
details of the processes for carrying out these conversions 
according to one preferred embodiment of the Parent Inven 
tion and the present invention. 

Referring to FIG. 3, conversion of table 301 named 
EMPLOYEES results in the hyperbase of FIG. 4(b). 
Similarly, converting the table SALARIES 311 of FIG. 3 
results in the hyperbase 451 shoWn in FIG. 4(c). 

Conversion of the note: John Smith 15 SancheZ Street San 
Francisco, Calif. 94110 

results in the complete hyperbase shoWn in FIG. 5. 
A thesaurus is a set of Words of similar meaning, and a 

stem is a list of Words having the same root. FIG. 6(a) 
illustrates the hyperbase of the set of Words {SALARY, PAY, 
EARNINGS, REMUNERATION, WAGE} Which is a the 
saurus. FIG. 6(b) illustrates the hyperbase for the set 
{SALARY, SALARIES } Which is a stem. 
A grid is a table Where both columns and roWs have 

names. A grid is used to store spreadsheets and other forms 
of tabular data. Converting grid 701 of FIG. 7(a) called 
SALARY SPREADSHEET, to a hyperbase results in the 
hyperbase of FIG. 7(b). 

D. NormaliZation and integration 

According to the Parent Invention, normaliZation is the 
process of converting a hyperbase to Normal Form 2. In the 
preferred embodiment of the present invention, all hyper 
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bases are normalized. To normalize a hyperbase, one needs 
to deal With (a) any node that is not a leaf and that has a label 
associated With it; (b) any group of nodes that has the same 
label associated With each node in the group; (c) any group 
of nodes that has the same reference node referring to each 
node in the group; (d) any group of nodes Where each node 
in the group has no label, is not a referred node, and has the 
same list of children; and (e) any labels that are the same. 

The reader is referred to the Parent Invention for details 
of carrying out normaliZation according to one preferred 
embodiment of the Parent Invention and the present inven 
tion. To illustrate normaliZation by example, the unnormal 
iZed hyperbase of FIG. 7(b) becomes the hyperbase of FIG. 
7(c) after normaliZing according to the preferred embodi 
ment of the present invention. 
Integration 

Integration is the process of combining several hyper 
bases to generate a single hyperbase. In one preferred 
embodiment of the method of the present invention, as in the 
Parent Invention, once all the heterogeneous databases to be 
searched have been converted into hyperbases, all the hyper 
bases are integrated into a single hyperbase. This step may 
be carried out before normaliZation or after normaliZation. 
HoWever, it should be noted that integrating several normal 
iZed hyperbases does not guarantee a normaliZed combined 
hyperbase, so that normaliZation alWays should be per 
formed after integration. In one preferred embodiment of the 
present invention, integration is carried out ?rst. In that 
preferred embodiment, normaliZation is then carried on the 
resultant hyperbase to produce a hyperbase of Normal Form 
2 to be searched. 

It Will be clear to one in the art that explicit integration is 
not a necessary step in practicing the present invention. The 
step of searching through all the heterogeneous databases in 
the set to be searched is carried out in an alternate embodi 
ment on the hyperbases of the individual databases as if they 
had been combined into a single combined common struc 
ture such as a hyperbase. Furthermore, since no explicit 
conversion is necessary of each individual heterogeneous 
database to a common structure (e.g., a hyperbase) for that 
database, in yet another alternate embodiment, the step of 
searching as part of a query comprises processing the 
original databases as if they Were represented by a single 
common data structure Which Would have resulted if each 
individual database in the set of heterogeneous databases 
Was converted to a common structure such as a hyperbase. 

To combine a number of hyperbases, one takes the logical 
union of all the hyperbases to form a single hyperbase. That 
is, the set of nodes of the resultant hyperbase is the union of 
the nodes of the original hyperbases, and the set of edges of 
the resultant hyperbase is the union of the edges of the 
original hyperbases. This process Will be illustrated by 
combining the folloWing four hyperbases: the hyperbase 409 
shoWn in FIG. 4(b) of the table EMPLOYEES 301 of FIG. 
3; the hyperbase 451 shoWn in FIG. 4(c) of the table 
SALARIES 311 of FIG. 3; the hyperbase 609 of a thesaurus 
shoWn in FIG. 6(a); and the hyperbase 611 of a stem shoWn 
in FIG. 6(b). The result of combining these hyperbases, then 
normaliZing the result, is the hyperbase shoWn in FIG. 8. 

E. Hyperbase Query: Carrying Out the Navigated 
Associative Search 

According to the present invention, a query, in general, is 
an ordered list of Words and a list of locations, With the 
possibility of one of these lists being empty. Using the 
terminology of this speci?cation, one carries out a query on 
a set of heterogeneous databases by ?rst determining the 
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combined normaliZed hyperbase of all the structures in the 
set of heterogeneous databases, then supplying to the com 
puter on Which the method is implemented, via the input 
means, a list of labels and a list of locations from Which to 
start the search. These locations typically, but not 
necessarily, Will be the results of previous searches. Again, 
one of these lists might be empty. The result is that one 
obtains as output a list of ansWers, Where each ansWer is 
itself a normaliZed hyperbase consisting of a subset of the 
combined hyperbase Which contains the list of Words. The 
list of ansWers is provided ordered according to a score (also 
called “distance”), With, preferably, the “best” ansWer (in the 
sense of minimum distance according to some distance 
criterion) provided ?rst. In addition, each ansWer has an 
associated location, the location intuitively representing the 
main object of the ansWer. In the various alternative 
embodiments, different distance measurements are used to 
de?ne the score. A measurement on a sub-hyperbase is a 
number determined from it. 
The use of locations makes it possible for the user to issue 

successive incremental queries, each possible query relying 
on the output of a former query. The overall associative 
search is thus incremental and has navigation in that it may 
be guided by the user in a desired direction. 
When issuing the ?rst query, a user (or an application 

program) Will provide only a set of labels. The result Will be 
a list of ansWers, and for each ansWer, a location Will be 
provided. In subsequent queries, the user (or application 
program) provides one or more locations and optionally, an 
additional list of labels (Words). Alternatively, the user (or 
application program) can provide a list of labels With no 
location. 

In the preferred embodiment, the object set and the 
forbidden set de?ning a location contain only one node each. 

In a ?rst preferred embodiment, a sub-hyperbase is an 
ansWer if (a) it is a connected sub-hyperbase; (b) it contains 
all of the input labels; (c) for each location, it contains at 
least one of the location’s object nodes; (d) for each location, 
it does not contain any of the location’s forbidden nodes; and 
(e) it contains at least one fact node. In an alternate 
embodiment, criteria (b), (c) and/or (d) are relaxed; it is not 
necessary for all input labels or for all the locations to be in 
the sub-hyperbase for it to be an ansWer. A minimum 
fraction of the input labels or locations must be in the 
ansWer. The distance measurement on a sub-hyperbase for 
such an alternate embodiment is the number of labels in the 
sub-hyperbase. In yet another embodiment, different labels 
or locations can be given different Weights so that the 
presence of some labels in the sub-hyperbase is considered 
as more important than other labels. HoW to modify the ?rst 
preferred embodiment described in detail in this speci?ca 
tion to obtain these alternate embodiments Will be clear to 
one in the art. 
Optional distance measurement functions for sub 
hyperbases 
The folloWing are different distance measurement func 

tions on sub-hyperbases that can be used in a query in the 
method of the present invention: 

1. Simple edge count. In this method, one counts the 
edges in the sub-hyperbase. Each edge is given the 
same Weight. 

2. Simple node count. In this variation, one counts the 
number of passes through the nodes in the sub 
hyperbase, Where, if there are n edges connected With 
a node, there are n—1 passes through that node. 

3. Full edge count. In this variation, there is a price for 
each edge in the hyperbase. 
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4. Full node method. In this variation, there is a price for 
every pass through a node in the graph, Where a pass is 
an edge-node-edge. If more than tWo edges are con 
nected to a node, the price is the minimal group of n-1 
passes. 

5. Partial edge count method. In this variation, there is 
price for each “type” of edge, Where for this purpose, 
a “type” is the pair of types of the edge and the node. 

6. Partial node method. In this variation, there is a price 
for each “pass-type” through a node-type. A pass-type 
is de?ned by node type, the from direction, the from 
edge type, the to direction, the to edge type (e.g., 
up-edge, doWn-edge, up-equivalence-edge, etc., Where 
up means backwards). Full details are provided beloW 
and in the code in the micro?che Appendix submitted 
hereWith. 

The preferred embodiment of this invention uses variation 
number 6. The details of the method are provided beloW, and 
use standard methods for ?nding minimal connected graphs 
that Would be Well-knoWn to those in the art. 
Detailed description of the query method in the preferred 
embodiment 

The folloWing is a description of the method for carrying 
out a query in one preferred embodiment of the present 
invention. The source code for this preferred embodiment is 
provided in the micro?che submitted hereWith. Other alter 
nate methods of carrying out the query step of the present 
invention using the same or different criteria for ?nding 
minimal hyperbases Would be clear to one in the art. 

The input to a query is a list of labels (Words) and a list 
of locations. Either list may be empty. The method searches 
a hyperbase and determines the minimum hyperbase accord 
ing to a “distance” criterion. 

In the initialiZation stage of the query, each input label or 
location is converted to a set of nodes called a source. In the 
case of labels, each label is looked up in the hyperbase, and 
added to the hyperbase if not present. The node resulting 
from the lookup is the source corresponding to the label. In 
the case of a location, the object nodes of the location are 
taken to be a source. Additionally, the forbidden nodes of all 
input locations are collected into a set of forbidden nodes for 
the query. In this embodiment, both object node and forbid 
den sets contain only one node each. 
An operation is a node N, together With some designation 

of arcs that have N as an endpoint. In the preferred 
embodiment, the set of arcs of an operation are designated 
by a direction D (D can be up to a parent or doWn to a child) 
and an edge type T (T can be a simple or an equivalence 
edge). The operation O=(N,D,T) then describes the node N, 
together With all arcs of type T connecting node N With 
parents (if D is up) or With children (if D is doWn). 

At initialiZation, all possible operations are added for each 
of the nodes of each source. 

Expanding an operation means taking all successors of the 
node N along the arcs of the operation (that is, all endpoints 
of these arcs except for node N) and creating all the possible 
operations for these successor nodes. Such a successor to N 
is denoted herein by N‘. In the preferred embodiment, for 
any operation O de?ned by N, for every successor N‘ of N 
along the arcs of the operation one creates the operations (N‘, 
up, simple), (N‘, doWn, simple), (N‘, up, equivalence) and 
(N‘, doWn, equivalence). 

The cost of an operation is the number of these successors 
N‘ to node N. 

During expansion of an operation O, each neW operation, 
denoted by O‘, is recorded as having O as a predecessor. The 
precedence arcs among operations correspond to hyperbase 
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arcs among their nodes. Thus, the precedence relationship 
among operations describes a sub-hyperbase Which starts 
With the source nodes, and is expanded by the expansion 
operations. 
By construction, every non-cyclic path back from an 

operation along predecessors ends at a source node. Every 
such path is ascribed a measure of distance from its source, 
using a distance table. This is a lookup table de?ning 
distance increments, based on the type of the node N, and on 
the directions and edge types of the operation O=(N,D,T) 
and its predecessor O‘=(N‘,D‘,T‘) The distance back from O 
along a path to a source is the distance back from its 
predecessor O‘ to the source, plus an effective increment. In 
the preferred embodiment, the effective increment in dis 
tance from an operation O‘ to a successor O is taken to be the 
increment speci?ed by the distance table, divided by the 
number of sources to Which there is path back from O‘. Other 
effective increment measures can be used Without deviating 
from the scope of this invention. 
Some operation combinations may also be speci?ed by 

the distance table as invalid, preventing the creation or 
expansion of such operations. Operations are also not cre 
ated for the forbidden nodes of the query, as determined by 
the input. 

Each operation has an associated state, determined by the 
attributes of its node, and by its predecessors and their states. 
Again, operations that are deemed to have an invalid state 
are not created or expanded. 

In this embodiment, an ansWer is a connected sub 
hyperbase that contains a fact node, contains at least one 
node from each of the sources of the query, and contains no 
forbidden nodes. 

During the processing of the query, every operation has 
paths leading back to (nodes of) one or more sources of the 
query. A node is said to be fully connected if there are 
operations for the node that have paths back to the nodes of 
each one of the sources of the query. An ansWer is identi?ed 
by a fully connected fact node, and consists of minimal 
distance paths from that node to the sources. 
The main routine in the preferred embodiment of the 

method maintains a record of all operations created during 
the course of the query, and of pending operations that have 
not been expanded yet. Initially, these are the operations that 
have been created for the sources (in all permissible direc 
tions and edge types).To generate ansWers, the method 
performs a series of expansion steps. FolloWing each expan 
sion step, one checks for ansWers, i.e., for fully connected 
fact nodes; if neW ansWers are found, they are reported. This 
continues until no more ansWers are requested or no more 

ansWers may be found. 
At each expansion step, the method expands a pending 

operation With the least distance, belonging to a source With 
minimal overall cost for pending operations. This has the 
effect of a breadth-?rst expansion (keyed by distance) from 
each of the sources separately, With alternation betWeen the 
sources depending on the effort required to expand them. 

If no pending operations remain for a source then it is 
deleted. If no pending operations remain for the query then 
it has no more ansWers. 

Implementation of the above method in the form of 
computer source code is provided in the micro?che Appen 
dix submitted hereWith. 

F. Data Display: Displaying the Result 

Although the present invention has been described in 
terms of the presently preferred embodiments, it is to be 
understood that the disclosure is not to be interpreted as 
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limiting. Various alterations and modi?cations Will no doubt 
become apparent to those skilled in the art after having read 
the above disclosure. Accordingly, it is intended that the 
appended claims be interpreted as covering all alterations 
and modi?cations as fall Within the true spirit and scope of 
the invention. 

After the query is performed, the ansWer(s) are output to 
the user. This is called data display. 

There are several alternatives to displaying an ansWer to 
a query. An ansWer is itself a hyperbase, and a hyperbase can 
be displayed in various Ways: 

a. Displaying the hyperbase graphically on a graphic 
display or printer. 

b. Displaying a nested set of labels> For example, ((ID 
001)(NAME (John Smith))) 

c. Displaying a minimal list of “display nodes” covering 
the hyperbase, Where covering means that each element 
in the hyperbase is either a child or a parent of a fact. 

d. Each display node could have its oWn particular (and 
possibly external) display method. A display node 
Would then be displayed according to its particular 
display method. 

e. The display method could use information about other 
nodes connected to the display node being displayed. 

In addition to displaying an ansWer, the location of an 
ansWer may be displayed to the user. This may be done, for 
example, by highlighting the nodes of the location. 

In one embodiment, an incremental search is carried out 
interactively With the user. In such an embodiment, the user 
or client application program is presented With a list of 
ansWers ordered by score. After each incremental query is 
carried out, neWly determined ansWers are added to the list. 
The user or application program directs the next query 
increment of any overall search by activating or deactivating 
previous ansWers as points to start from. If any ansWer is 
activated, the position of that ansWer is added as input to the 
next query. Additional labels (Words) may also be used as 
input. 

Thus, an improved method for carrying out an associative 
search With navigation on heterogeneous databases is dis 
closed. 
What is claimed is: 
1. A method for searching a set of heterogeneous 

databases, each database in said set of heterogeneous data 
bases having a corresponding hyperbase, said method imple 
mented on a computer and comprising the steps of: 

(a) determining each of the hyperbases corresponding to 
each of the set of heterogeneous databases dependent 
on Whether the corresponding hyperbase is already 
determined; 

(b) integrating each of the hyperbases corresponding to 
each database of said set of databases into a combined 
hyperbase dependent on Whether the corresponding 
hyperbase is already integrated Within said combined 
hyperbase; 

(c) inputting a query into said computer, said query 
including a ?rst set of one or more labels; 

(d) determining a ?rst ansWer from the combined hyper 
base to said query; 

(e) determining a ?rst location from the combined hyper 
base corresponding to said ?rst ansWer; 

(f) inputting an additional query into said computer, the 
additional query including a second set of labels and 
the ?rst location; and 

(g) determining an additional ansWer from the combined 
hyperbase to the additional query, 
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Wherein said second set of labels may consist of no labels. 
2. The method of claim 1 further comprising the step of: 
(h) displaying said ?rst ansWer. 
3. The method of claim 1 Wherein, if said combined 

hyperbase is not normaliZed, the method further comprises 
the step of: 

(i) normaliZing said combined hyperbase into a normal 
iZed hyperbase, and Wherein in steps (d) and (e), the 
ansWer and the location are determined from the nor 
maliZed hyperbase. 

4. A method for accessing information from a heteroge 
neous plurality of databases With each of said databases 
having a plurality of data and each of said databases having 
a corresponding schema free data model, the method com 
prising the steps of: 

(a) creating a combined schema-free data model from said 
plurality of data from some of said databases, said 
creating including: 
(i) determining at least part of the corresponding 

schema-free data model for at least one of said some 
of said databases dependent on Whether or not the at 
least part of the corresponding hyperbase for said at 
least one of some of said databases is already 
determined, and 

(ii) integrating said at least part of the corresponding 
schema-free data model into the combined schema 
free model depending on Whether or not said at least 
part already has been integrated in the combined 
schema-free data model; and 

(b) returning a search ansWer as a result of a navigated 
associative search on said combined schema-free data 
model for a set of one or more items of information, the 
set of items of information including either a set of one 
or more labels or a set of one or more locations or both. 

5. The method of claim 4 Wherein said set of items of 
information includes a set of one or more Words. 

6. The method of claim 4 Wherein said set of items of 
information includes a set of one or more locations. 

7. The method of claim 6 Wherein at least one location in 
said set of locations includes a corresponding location object 
node and a corresponding location forbidden node. 

8. The method of claim 4 Wherein said navigated asso 
ciative search further comprises the steps of: 

(b1) searching said combined schema-free data model for 
a ?rst set of one or more labels; 

(b2) receiving a ?rst ansWer from said combined schema 
free data model, said ?rst ansWer having a ?rst corre 
sponding location; and 

(b3) determining said ?rst corresponding location. 
9. The method of claim 4 Wherein said combined schema 

free data model is a hyperbase, said set of items of infor 
mation includes a set of one or more input labels, and said 
search ansWer is a connected sub-hyperbase of the combined 
hyperbase, the sub-hyperbase including at least one of the 
input labels and a fact node. 

10. The method of claim 6 Wherein said combined 
schema-free data model is a combined hyperbase, said 
search ansWer is a connected sub-hyperbase of the 
hyperbase, the sub-hyperbase includes a fact node and 
includes one or more location object nodes of at least one 
location in the set of locations. 

11. The method of claim 8 further comprising the steps of: 
(b4) searching said combined schema-free data model for 

a second set of one or more labels and for said ?rst 

corresponding location; 
(b5) receiving a second ansWer from said combined 

schema-free data model, said second ansWer having a 
second corresponding location; and 
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(b6) determining said second corresponding location. 
12. The method of claim 6 Wherein said navigated asso 

ciative search further comprises the steps of: 
(b1) searching said combined schema-free data model for 

a ?rst set of one or more labels and for at least one 

location of the set of locations; 
(b2) receiving a ?rst ansWer from said combined schema 

free data model, said ?rst ansWer having a ?rst corre 
sponding location; and 

(b3) determining said ?rst corresponding location. 
13. The method of claim 12 further comprising the steps 

of: 

(b4) searching said combined schema-free data model for 
a second set of one or more labels and for said ?rst 

corresponding location; 
(b5) receiving a second ansWer from said combined 

schema-?re data model, said second ansWer having a 
second corresponding location; 

(b6) determining said second corresponding location. 
14. The method of claim 10 Wherein one location of the 

set of locations includes one or more location forbidden 
nodes and the sub-hyperbase excludes the location forbidden 
nodes. 

15. The method of claim 9 Wherein said set of items of 
information includes a set of one or more locations and at 

least one of the locations in the set of locations includes one 
or more location object nodes. 

16. The method of claim 9 Wherein the connected sub 
hyperbase includes all of the input labels in the set of input 
labels. 

17. The method of claim 4 Wherein said combined 
schema-free data model is a combined hyperbase, and the 
search ansWer includes a connected sub-hyperbase of the 
combined hyperbase, the sub-hyperbase including a maXi 
mum number of the items of information in said set of items 
of information. 

18. An apparatus for searching a set of heterogeneous 
databases, each database in said set of heterogeneous data 
bases having a corresponding hyperbase, said apparatus 
including a central processing unit (CPU) and a memory, 
said apparatus further comprising: 

(a) a hyperbase determination mechanism con?gured to 
determine said corresponding hyperbase for one of said 
set of heterogeneous databases, said hyperbase deter 
mination mechanism dependent on Whether said a 
corresponding hyperbase is already determined; 

(b) an Integration mechanism using said CPU and said 
memory, con?gured to integrate the hyperbases corre 
sponding to each of said set of databases into a com 
bined hyperbase, the integration by said integration 
mechanism dependent on Whether said corresponding 
hyperbase is already integrated Within said combined 
hyperbase; 

(c) a query input mechanism using said CPU and said 
memory, con?gured to receive a query including a set 
of labels and a set of previously determined locations, 
the query including at least one label or one previously 
determined location; 

(d) an ansWer determination mechanism using said CPU 
and memory, con?gured to determine an ansWer to said 
query; and 

(e) a location determination mechanism using said CPU 
and said memory, con?gured to determine a location 
corresponding to said ansWer. 

19. The apparatus of claim 18 further comprising: 
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(f) a display and a displaying mechanism con?gured to 

display said ansWer on said display. 
20. The apparatus of claim 18, 
(i) the apparatus further comprising 

(g) a normaliZing mechanism con?gured to normaliZe 
said combined hyperbase into a normaliZed 
hyperbase, and 

(ii) Wherein the ansWer determination mechanism deter 
mines the ansWer from the normaliZed hyperbase and 
the location determination mechanism determines the 
location from the normaliZed hyperbase. 

21. An apparatus for accessing information from a het 
erogeneous plurality of databases With each of said data 
bases having a plurality of data, and each of said databases 
having a corresponding schema free data model, said appa 
ratus including a central processing unit (CPU), a memory, 
and a ?le system containing said heterogeneous plurality of 
databases, said apparatus further comprising: 

(a) a model creation mechanism, using said CPU and said 
memory, con?gured to create from at least part of the 
corresponding schema-free data model for at least one 
of said databases dependent on Whether or not the at 
least part of the corresponding hyperbase for said at 
least one of said databases has already been created, 
said creating including accessing said plurality of data 
in said at least one of said databases in said ?le system; 

(b) an integration mechanisms, using said CPU and said 
memory, con?gured to integrate said at least part of the 
corresponding hyperbase to a combined schema-free 
model depending on Whether or not said at least part 
already has been integrated in the combined schema 
free data model; and 

(c) a navigated associative search mechanism, using said 
CPU and said memory, the navigated associative search 
mechanism con?gured to accept as input a set of one or 
more items of information and to perform a navigated 
associative search on said combined schema-free data 
model created by the model creation mechanism and 
the integration mechanism, the performing returning a 
search ansWer from said combined schema-free data 
model for said input set of items of information, the 
input set of items of information including either a set 
of one or more labels or a set of one or more locations 

or both. 

22. The apparatus of claim 21 Wherein said set of items of 
information includes a set of one or more Words. 

23. The apparatus of claim 21 Wherein said set of items of 
information includes a set of one or more locations. 

24. The apparatus of claim 21 Wherein at least one of the 
set of locations includes a corresponding location object 
node and a corresponding location forbidden node. 

25. The apparatus of claim 21 Wherein the navigated 
associative search mechanism further comprises: 

(a) a search mechanism using said CPU and said memory 
con?gured to search said combined schema-free data 
model for a ?rst set of one or more labels and returning 
a ?rst ansWer from said combined schema-free data 
model, said ?rst ansWer having a ?rst corresponding 
location; and 

(b) a location determining mechanism using said CPU and 
said memory, the location determining mechanism con 
?gured to determine said ?rst corresponding location. 

26. The apparatus of claim 21 Wherein said combined 
schema-free data model is a combined hyperbase, said set of 
items of information includes a set of one or more input 
labels and said search ansWer is a connected sub-hyperbase 
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of the combined hyperbase, the sub-hyperbase including at 
least one of the input labels and a fact node. 

27. The apparatus of claim 23 Wherein said combined 
schema-free data model is a combined hyperbase, said 
search ansWer is a connected sub-hyperbase of the combined 
hyperbase, the sub-hyperbase includes a fact node and 
includes one or more location object nodes of at least one 
location in the set of locations. 

28. The apparatus of claim 25 Wherein: 
said search mechanism also is con?gured to search said 

combined schema-free data model for a second set of 
one or more labels and for said ?rst corresponding 
location, returning a second ansWer from said com 
bined schema-free data model, said second ansWer 
having a second corresponding location; and 

the location determining mechanism also is con?gured to 
determine said a second corresponding location. 

29. The apparatus of claim 23 Wherein the navigated 
associative search mechanism further comprises: 

(a) a search mechanism using said CPU and said memory 
con?gured to search said combined schema-free data 
model for a ?rst set of one or more labels and returning 
a ?rst ansWer from said combined schema-free data 
model, said ?rst ansWer having a ?rst corresponding 
location; and 

(b) a location determining mechanism using said CPU and 
said memory, the location determining mechanism con 
?gured to determine said ?rst corresponding location. 

30. The apparatus of claim 29 Wherein: 
said search mechanism also is con?gured to search said 

combined schema-free data model for a second set of 
one or more labels and for said ?rst corresponding 
location, remaining a second ansWer from said com 
bined schema-free data model, said second ansWer 
having a second corresponding location; and 

the location determining mechanism also is con?gured to 
determine said second corresponding location. 

31. The apparatus of claim 27 Wherein one of the locations 
of the set of locations includes one or more location forbid 
den nodes and the sub-hyperbase eXcludes the location 
forbidden nodes. 

32. The apparatus of claim 26 Wherein said set of items of 
information includes a set of one or more locations and at 
least one of the locations includes one or more location 

object nodes. 
33. The apparatus of claim 26 Wherein the connected 

sub-hyperbase includes all of the input labels in the set of 
input labels. 

34. The apparatus of claim 21 Wherein said schema-free 
data model is a combined hyperbase, and the search ansWer 
includes a connected sub-hyperbase of the combined 
hyperbase, the sub-hyperbase including a maXimum number 
of the items of information in said set of items of informa 
tion. 

35. A computer program product comprising a computer 
usable storage medium With computer readable code embod 
ied therein for causing a computer to search a set of 
heterogeneous databases, each database in said set of het 
erogeneous databases having a corresponding hyperbase, 
said computer readable code comprising: 

(a) computer readable program code devices con?gured to 
cause said computer to effect a hyperbase determina 
tion mechanism con?gured to determine said corre 
sponding hyperbase for one of said set of heteroge 
neous databases, said hyperbase determination 
mechanism dependent on Whether said corresponding 
hyperbase is already determined; 
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(b) computer readable program code devices con?gured 

to cause said computer to effect an integration 
mechanism, con?gured to integrate the hyperbases 
corresponding to each of said set of databases into a 
combined hyperbase, the integration by said integration 
mechanism dependent on Whether said corresponding 
hyperbase is already integrated Within said combined 
hyperbase; 

(c) computer readable program code devices con?gured to 
cause said computer to effect a query input mechanism 
con?gured to receive a query including a set of labels 
and a set of previously determined locations, the query 
including at least one label or one previously deter 
mined location; 

(d) computer readable program code devices con?gured 
to cause said computer to effect an ansWer determina 
tion mechanism con?gured to determine an ansWer to 
said query; and 

(e) computer readable program code devices con?gured to 
cause said computer to effect a location determination 
mechanism con?gured to determine a location corre 
sponding to said ansWer. 

36. The computer program product of claim of claim 35 
Wherein said computer readable code further comprises: 

(f) computer readable program code devices con?gured to 
cause said computer to effect a displaying mechanism 
con?gured to display said ansWer. 

37. The computer program product of claim of claim 35 
Wherein: 

(i) said computer readable code further comprises 
(g) computer readable program code devices con?g 

ured to cause said computer to effect a normaliZing 
mechanism con?gured to normaliZe said combined 
hyperbase into a normaliZed hyperbase, and 

(ii) Wherein the ansWer determination mechanism deter 
mines the ansWer from the normaliZed hyperbase and 
the location determination mechanism determines the 
location from the normaliZed hyperbase. 

38. A computer program product comprising a computer 
usable storage medium With computer readable code embod 
ied therein for causing a computer to access information 
from a heterogeneous plurality of databases With each of 
said databases having a plurality of data, and each of said 
databases having a corresponding schema free data model, 
said computer readable code comprising: 

(a) computer readable program code devices con?gured to 
cause said computer to effect a data model creation 
mechanism con?gured to create from at least part of the 
corresponding schema-free data model for at least one 
of said databases dependent on Whether or not the at 
least part of the corresponding hyperbase for said at 
least one of said databases has already been created, 
said creating including accessing said plurality of data 
in said at least one of said databases in said ?le system; 

(b) computer readable program code devices con?gured 
to cause said computer to effect an integration mecha 
nism con?gured to integrate said at least part of the 
corresponding hyperbase to a combined schema-free 
model depending on Whether or not said at least part 
already has been integrated in the combined schema 
free data model; and 

(c) computer readable program code devices con?gured to 
cause said computer to effect a navigated associative 
search mechanism, the navigated associative search 
mechanism con?gured to accept as input a set of one or 
more items of information and to perform a navigated 
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associative search an said combined schema-free data 
model created by the model creation mechanism and 
the integration mechanism the performing returning a 
search ansWer from said combined schema-free data 
model for said input set of items of information, the 
input set of items of information including either a set 
of one or more labels or a set of one or more locations 

or both. 

39. The computer program product of claim 38 Wherein 
said set of items of information includes a set of one or more 
Words. 

40. The computer program product of claim 38 Wherein 
said set of items of information includes a set of one or more 
locations. 

41. The computer program product of claim 40 Wherein at 
least one of the set of locations includes a corresponding 
location object node and a corresponding location forbidden 
node. 

42. The computer program product of claim 38 Wherein 
the navigated associative search mechanism further com 
prises: 

(a) computer readable program code devices con?gured to 
cause said computer to effect a search mechanism, the 
search mechanism con?gured to search said combined 
schema-free data model for a ?rst set of one or more 
labels and returning a ?rst ansWer from said combined 
schema-free data model, said ?rst ansWer having a ?rst 
corresponding location; and 

(b) computer readable program code devices con?gured 
to cause said computer to effect a location determining 
mechanism, the location determining mechanism con 
?gured to determine said ?rst corresponding location. 

43. The computer program product of claim 38 Wherein 
said combined schema-free data model is a combined 
hyperbase, said set of items of information includes a set of 
one or more input labels and said search ansWer is a 
connected sub-hyperbase of the combined hyperbase, the 
sub-hyperbase including at least one of the input labels and 
a fact node. 

44. The computer program product of claim 40 Wherein 
said combined schema-free data model is a combined 
hyperbase, said search ansWer is a connected sub-hyperbase 
of the combined hyperbase, the sub-hyperbase includes a 
fact node and includes one or more location object nodes of 
at least one location in the set of locations. 

45. The computer program product of claim 42 Wherein: 
said search mechanism also is con?gured to search said 

combined schema-free data model for a second set of 
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one or more labels and for said ?rst corresponding 
location, returning a second ansWer from said com 
bined schema-free data model, said second ansWer 
having a second corresponding location; and 

the location determining mechanism also is con?gured to 
determine said second corresponding location. 

46. The computer program product of claim 40 Wherein 
the navigated associative search mechanism further com 
prises: 

(a) computer readable program code devices con?gured to 
cause said computer to effect a search mechanism, the 
search mechanism con?gured to search said combined 
schema-free data model for a ?rst set of one or more 

labels and returning a ?rst ansWer from said combined 
schema-free data model, said ?rst ansWer having a ?rst 
corresponding location; and 

(b) computer readable program code devices con?gured 
to cause said computer to effect a location determining 
mechanism the location determining mechanism con 
?gured to determine said ?rst corresponding location. 

47. The computer program product of claim 46 Wherein: 
said search mechanism also is con?gured to search said 

combined schema-free data model for a second set of 
one or more labels and for said ?rst corresponding 
location, returning a second ansWer from said com 
bined schema-free data model, said second ansWer 
having a second corresponding location; and 

the location determining mechanism also is con?gured to 
determine said a second corresponding location. 

48. The computer program product of claim 44 Wherein 
one of the locations in the set of locations includes one or 
more location forbidden nodes and the sub-hyperbase 
eXcludes the location forbidden nodes. 

49. The computer program product of claim 43 Wherein 
said set of items of information includes a set of one or more 
locations and at least one of the locations includes one or 
more location object nodes. 

50. The computer program product of claim 43 Wherein 
the connected sub-hyperbase includes all of the input labels 
in the set of input labels. 

51. The computer program product of claim 38 Wherein 
said combined schema-free data model is a combined 
hyperbase, and the search ansWer includes a connected 
sub-hyperbase of the combined hyperbase, the sub 
hyperbase including a maXimum number of the items of 
information in said set of items of information. 


